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SUBJECT: Resolution of ESP-15 (Appropnate Level of Detail for Site Redress

Plans)

In a public meetlng on September 25, 2002, we discussed generic ESP topic ESP-15,
which concerns the appropriate level of detail for site redress plans included with
ESP applications per Sections 52.17 and 52. 25

In accordance with the protocol established for documenting resolution of generic
ESP issues, we request that, by reply to this letter, the NRC confirm the
understandings and expectations, as identified below, that resulted from this
interaction. To ensure timely resolution of generic issues and continued progress
~ toward ESP applications in 2003, we request that NRC respond within 30 days.

Understandings and expectations

1.

An ESP application may contain a plan for redress of the site if activities are
anticipated at the site as allowed by 10 CFR 50.10(e)(1). Under an ESP that
includes such a redress plan, the activities allowed by 10 CFR 50.10(e)(1) may be
conducted without first obtaining the separate authorization required by that
section. The plan must demonstrate that there is reasonable assurance that
redress carried out under the plan will achieve an environmentally stable and
aesthetically acceptable site suitable for whatever non-nuclear use may conform
with local zomng laws.

. Asidentified in the Statements of Consideration for Part 52, the Commission

intends that site redress plans under Part 52 follow the precedent of the Site
Redress Plan dated March 5, 1984, for the Clinch River Breeder Reactor Plant.
The NRC staff also identified the following guidance in the Environmental
Standard Review Plan, NUREG-1555, Section 4.1.1:
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“It has been staff practice to follow the site redress procedures and practices used
in the withdrawal applications for CP extension and for OLs submitted by
Consumers Power Co. to NRC for its Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2 (Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board 1986). These procedures included (1) preparation of and
compliance with a site stabilization plan by the applicant, (2) an inspection and
evaluation report prepared by NRC after the applicant’s completion of site
stabilization activities, and (3) preparation of an environmental assessment by NRC
based on the inspection report.” o

3. The NRC Staff is not currently developing any additional guidance, review
standards or acceptance criteria related to site redress plans.

4. The available guidance describes an acceptable level of information to support
the review of redress plans and required reasonable assurance finding by NRC.

Enclosed for your use is an updated list and status of generic ESP topics that have

been identified for discussion during the pre-application period.

We look forward to your confirmation of the understandings and expectations

described above related to ESP-15. If you have any questions concerning this

request, please contact Russ Bell (xjb@nei.org or 202-739-8087).

Sincerely,

Original Signed By,

Ron Simard

Enclosure

¢:  Ronaldo V. Jenkins, NRC/NRR
Document Control Desk
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